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nate rest favour the copioas secretion. We
find, however. that the ndder of the mare is
similarly distended, and frequemly dischar-
ges itself in the same manuer. either whilst
travelling on the road, or in harness on tie
farm—and il’ we seek for the highest autho-
rity ; we find in the hwinan species, that the
labouring wothers awong the poor are ge-
nerally the most ubundant narses, and have
the healthiest and the bardiest children.
There is no reason to suppose that maoderate
work would lessen the quantity of milk in a
ratio so great, as to make it a loss compared
with the gain, that would be derived from
the fabeur of the cow. Generous feed and
rest hase hitherto been attended with copi-
ous flows of milk, but it remains to be prov-
ed whether the exercise of moderate labour,
by acting asa stimnlant 1 the system gene-
rally, wonld not excite a healthy and increas-
ed action in the vessels secreting the witk.
Theory is certainly in favour of it—
expertence in other animalsis notagainst it,
and the experiment n thiscase is well worth
the trial. In answer 10 the question, whe-
ther labour wonld vitiate the quality of the
milk: this would depend upon the amount
of labour. If the animal was worried, wea-
ried, and heated, the quality of the milk
would in all probability be injured; batif
we can judge from the growth and health of
the young aof animals that are worked in wmo-
deration, and fromthe plamp and ruddy faces
ofthe children of the industrious poor, the ar-
gument will bein favor of moderate exercise.

If the moderate working of cows doesnat
injure them as milchers; every farmer would
be a gainer by the employment of them.
But their labour would be particularly bene-
ficial to the poor man. And I have no hesi-
tation in saying, tnat the gain ir labour,
would amply compensate him for the tri-
fling loss he might sastain from the diminish-
cd quantity of milk, even if such a diminu-
tion shouid follow as a consequence. Let
us suppose, what I really believe 1o be the
truth of the case, that there are no other ob-
jections, than those of prejudice and usage,
against the propriety and advantage of using
« cows in dranght.” and let us now enquire,
what would be the gain? Those who have
even a slight acquaintance with farming
matters in these Provinces, must have wit-
nessed the waut of team-trength in spring
work, and the disproportionate labour under
which the strainzd and worn-out oxen actu-
ally sink in the field. This want is observe-
able on the generality of farms: it is very
conspicunous on farms worked by one ortwo
yokes of cattle, and still more so with the
en.tager, who is himself the creature of bur-
den. whose space is his plough, and whose
back is hishay cart.  Now, ifwe can increase
the team-strenath withoutincre sing expense
we shall materially expedite and ease the Ja-
bour of our short springs, for it is no uncom-
mon occurrence 1o lose hours of labour du-
ring the feeding of oxen, or the rest of their
wesk and wearied limbs in the furrow bo.
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neath the yoke. Light ploughing, harrow-
ing, and drill work might be done with one
or two, or more yokes of well fed cows.
Lightloads of manure mightbe taken to the
fieldby them. The individual ability of the
animals may be smail, but their united pow-
ers would give an accession of swrength to
team-work, which would amply reward the
farmer for breaking in his heifers, and break-
ing down the barrier of prejudice. Many
weeks and months of profitable labour might
be obtained from cows.both inand out ofmitk
which would more thau ccunterbalance the
expense of keeping them through the year.
The poor farmer and the cottager are the
persons, who would be principally benefitted
by the work of these cows. Mauy of these
have no oxen, and they are often compelled
to give their own labour for the use of a
plough and yoke of oxen, when the field
waork of the oweer is finished, which makes A
their own planting late, and their crops /7
scanty and deubiful. I certainly agree m'
sentiment with the writer in the ** New-Ea-
gland Furmer,” and recommend the sugges-
tion to the nnprejudiced consideration of ex-
perienced farmers.  Trial only cau furnizh

a satisfactory reply: and until the trial -3
fairly made, objections would be unjust.
The correct exheriment would with three
animais as nearly alike as possible from the
first breaking in of a pair of heifer yearlings
ortwoyearoldss  Lettheir feed bethe same,
with the excention of a more generous al-
lowance to tne working cattle during the
working season; and when all are in milk,
ascertain the relative quantities of milk and
butter, which each furnishes. 1 aminclined

to suspect, that if even the quantity of milk
was less, there would not he a similar re-
duction in the amount of butter obtained
from it; as quantity of milk does not always
imply a corresponding quantity of butter.
Much more mught be said in support of the
experiment; but Ihope the preceding re-
marks are snfficient to entitle the proposition

to the candid consideration of enquiring
agriculturists, Corosus.

e

WEe bave received a communica-
tion from Hampton, upon the * Ro-
tation of Crops,” and thank our cor-
respondent for his useful remarks, but
as wé have commenced the subject of
rotation, and shall enter as fully into
the consideration of it as the limits of
“The New Brunswick Agriculturist”
will adimit, we must reserve the pub-
lication of his tetier for some future
number.

We shall devote a large proportion
of our next number to Horticultural
matters,



